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Introduction

My name is . I moved with my family to Parkes in 2011, completed
the majority of my schooling here, and now work locally in a small business. | care
deeply about the health, future, and sustainability of our community.

| am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed Energy from Waste
(EfW) incinerator and to outline my concerns about its potential impacts on our
town, environment, and economy.

Community and Economic Impacts

Since the announcement of the EfW proposal, there has been a noticeable decline
in community confidence, with some residents already choosing to leave town
due to fears over pollution and health risks. This kind of uncertainty damages
community morale and threatens the local economy, making it harder for regional
centres like Parkes to attract and retain families and workers.

The cost of building and running an EfW incinerator is extraordinarily high.
These projects require significant upfront investment and ongoing operational costs.
This money could be far better spent on sustainable waste reduction strategies,
renewable energy, and local recycling infrastructure that provides more long-term
jobs and environmental benefits.

Environmental and Health Concerns
EfW incineration is often presented as “green energy,” but it is far from sustainable.

o It releases significant amounts of CO, into the atmosphere unless additional
— and very expensive — carbon capture technology is installed and
continuously monitored.

« Even ifimmediate pollution levels appear within regulatory limits, long-term
accumulation of pollutants can lead to unforeseen health and
environmental consequences over time.

« The process generates toxic ash contaminated with heavy metals, for which
there is currently no viable market or safe long-term disposal solution.
This is simply shifting waste from one form to another, not eliminating it.



The Linear Nature of Incineration

EfW is not a circular solution. It is inherently linear — waste goes in, pollution and
ash come out.

Incineration creates a demand for waste to keep the facility running, especially
during the early years when councils are locked into long-term waste supply
contracts. These contracts often include financial penalties if the agreed waste
tonnage isn’t met, discouraging waste reduction and recycling efforts.

This creates a perverse incentive for continued or increased waste generation —
the exact opposite of what a sustainable, circular economy requires.

Better Alternatives

There are proven, cleaner, and more cost-effective alternatives to incineration
that genuinely align with circular economy principles:

e« Recycling, composting, and upcycling:
These processes save more energy than incineration can generate.

o Recycling uses less energy than creating new materials from raw
resources.

o Composting improves soil health, structure, and water retention.

o Upcycling and reuse extend product lifecycles and reduce raw
material demand.

o Together, these approaches can save three to four times more
energy than EfW produces.

« Source reduction:
Preventing waste in the first place is the most effective strategy. It reduces
operational costs, saves energy, and conserves natural resources.

« Anaerobic digestion:
This process breaks down organic waste to create biogas and nutrient-rich
material. It produces fewer pollutants, and the CO, generated is used as
part of the energy process rather than released. Anaerobic digestion also
creates less residual waste than incineration and converts waste into
valuable resources rather than destroying them.



Conclusion

The proposed EfW incinerator is not a sustainable or community-friendly
solution. It poses unnecessary financial, environmental, and health risks to the
people of Parkes and the broader region.

True sustainability lies in waste reduction, recycling, composting, and circular
economy innovations — not in burning our waste and calling it progress.

| urge the Committee to reject EfW incineration as a viable waste management
option and to instead prioritise investment in circular, low-emission, and
community-led alternatives that secure a healthier, more resilient future for
regional NSW.

Sincerely,
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Email:





